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The D+ tor of Central lntclligcncc

Washington. D C. 20505

26 April 1985

The Honorable Caspar Weinberger
Secretary of Defense
Washington, D. C. 20301

Dear Cap,
) STAT
[T think you will be interested STAT
in the London Times editorial which is also attached.
Yours,
William J. Casey
Attachment:
STAT
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TUESDAY, ED APRIC (78S, PACE 13

GENEVA IN TERMISSI()N

-Js ‘Wcslcm fire pqwcr This would

When the Geneva 1talks started
on Fcbruary 12 therc was a
danger that the Soviet propa-
ganda campaign against Presi-

dent Reagan’s Strategic Defence .

Imuative would be continued
and intensificd  outside ‘the
framcwork  of  ncgotiations,
making a nonscnsc of the idea of
secret  discussions at Geneva.
Today thec tcams adjourn for five
weecks 10 take siock in therr
respective capitals and. though
the Sovicl campaign against SDI
has been continued. 1t has not
been carricd 1o the point where
the West could doubt how much
store the Sovict lcaders sct by
sceret negotiations. The  talks
may not have proceeded very far
towards anv kind of outline arms
control agrcement. but thecre is
now the clear prospect of a
Soyict/Amenican summit during
the vear, and the Soviet side still
scems 10 hope that the SDI will
bc ncgotiated away.

tmay lake a long timc for the

Sovict  leadership 10 accept

finally that the 1dca of strategic
defence " is not  ncgotiable.
cerntainly for so long as President
Reagan s in control. Given a
successful first phasc of rescarch
and development that would
probably applv also 1o his
successor. A defensive philos-
ophy s always going 1o be
preferable 1o a  democratic
goverament il the technology
cnists to make it work. For
ncarly forty ycars the technology
ol mussiles has favoured the
oflcnse so that western govern-
ments have had 1o maintain a
strategy of rctalianon as their
means of defence. having neither
the techmical mcans nor  the
resources to provide a  purely
defensive alternative.,

Now wc arc facing a period.
which may last a gencration or
more. when the emerging tech-
nology 1s muare favourable 10
defensive svstems, That mcans
that  the  unit cost ol any
defensive cquipment s cheaper
than the corresponding oflensive
weapon, In the circumstances,
no  democraue leader could
icnare sauch an gppartunity 1o
provude has people waith a puiely

defensine vstem o stategre

OfMicial opinion in Euro
beginning to stabilisé morc firmly -
behind

in their different ways will clearly. -
become involved in some aspect-

of the programme. So-wil} the

British Government -when it has
overcome the attack of istage
fright rcvealed by Sir Geoffrey
Howc's spcech last month,

The focus will then shift from
the technicalities of space-based

missile defence 1o the tand and ™

air baulc in Europc. |Here

now bc achicved. When Presi-
dent Rc:m:m madc his ongmal

spcech  in March 19837 he.;
cemphasised the duality of the
concept of SDI - defensive
against incoming nuclear

the one hand. and
improvemient in
thc  non-nuclcar conventional
defences as well. “"Amenca does
posscss now the technologies to
atfain ey sighihicant improve-
nrents iAE chcctTancs{of our

misstlcs on
a spectacular

coimvtntional T Thon- nuclcar
AL

{oT¢ss " he sand.

““That “has a much morc

immcdiatc apphcanon_ag_Euro-
A AveIvement, than docs 1hc
spectrcle=of ballistie rescarch.

is~ccrtaiiily the” Briiish~ Govcrn-
.ment's desire 10 . become in-
volved with lcchn]cnl rescarch at
a level which could be developed

anca wide vaniety of sccondary
applications outside the :defence

ficld. That may be casicr. lo
achieve from the cexisting. wech-

nologics ahvady in American
posscssion.  caploited  more
widelvy  as  a  result of the

Europcan cfTort. than by enicring
an uncven partnership in which
Britain would have 10 cope for
hmited  contracts  in mussile
defenee without acquiring  the
abibty 10 profit from wclx waork
in a wider ficld.

NATO has already .ldjuqu d 10
a new scries of tyctical plans
based on the eapectation of a
decisive technological superior-
iy over Warsaw Pact forma-
tions. The operational doctrines
cmphasise preater weapon accu-
racvy. rapid inercases ino maobility,
a owidar amee ol argets and
undeeamit ot specd and preciston

the Straicgic Dcfence *;
~Initiative. France and Germany | rWarsaw -Pact - firepower

“bered the ‘West. The American

-berger, promised to share in this

_between- Europe and America
colossal defensive advances-can -

‘has  hitherto not _been fully |
apprecialced in Europe.
_ Nevertheless  through  the

* impact of 1is superior technology
Jhe West 15 now confronted with

Torty.

achicvement, perhaps

nas Scen waiting__for __morc
wwﬂn-
ciple ot SDI belore revealing any
Morc 1ec

e et
(,—-h-r-- the g

.reverse - the® present balance of
forces ,;n Ccmral Europc, where
and
imanpower; has ‘hcavrlv outnum-

Defence Secrctary, Mr Wein-

technology- at .the. December
1983 meeting of NATO defence
ministers, .but his European
coumcrpﬁns have been slow 10
1ake.‘up the offer because’.the
‘extent of the technological- gap

Nty 1o achlcvc a,
cal \ulncrabllnv which has been
Thconccivable for most of the last
vears. _It_‘may not .bc
surprising that Europcan govern-
MCNLS__WCTe mihially — slow-—o
rcspond 1o this ldca_.:md wcre
Wiy of accepting the technalogi-
ar rlmmsﬂmnde “by American
represcntatives.. —On —thce. other
hand the RCagan administration
has not bécn TorThtgining about
1he tull_exicat_ofl ns technical
s_becausc 1t

conyincing . acmonslrnlnons of

nical sccrels

pausc before  ific |
Geneva tcams mect again. Presi-
dent Rcagan will have been 10
Europe at a3 Western summit and
the Alliancce as a whole will
undoubtedly have a.clcarer idca
ol where cevervbody stands on
SDI and in thc¢ non-nuclear
battlcficld application of that
1icchnology within NATO. At the
rcsumption of the Geneva talks
on Mav 30. therefore. 1t should
be clear 1o the Soviet Union that
the Amenican programme  will
proceed with alhiance involve-
ment  and support. That will
provide a constructive clarifi-
cation 10 the ncgotiations and to
the prchmimnancs which will be
necessary before President Rea-
gan and Mr Gorbachov et
later an the vear at an Pasi /W est
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